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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 07/02/ '04 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that Knotts' attributes of data is not the 
processing properties claimed. The argument is not persuasive 
because applicant has misinterpreted the reference. On col . 5 
line 53 Knotts specifically discloses "Simplification layer 30 
includes templates 32, functions 34 and properties 35 " . Col . 6 
lines 42-52 further explains that the properties specified by 
the user are used to customize the templates and functions to 
the user, specif ic requirements. Hence, Knotts teaches 
processing properties as claimed. 

Applicant argued that Sheffield teaches tool to define 
interactive application where the claims require tool to create 
specifications for execution of batch application. The argument 
is not persuasive because the batch application limitation is 
covered by the primary reference, Knotts. Sheffield is used as 
a secondary reference showing it is known in the art to provide 
design tool for aiding the user so that he does not need to know 
or need to provide data in low level details. It is obvious 
that a design tool for Knotts would have appropriate feature for 
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aiding the user in specifying/selecting the properties according 
the user requirements. 



The following rejection is a repeat of the previous office 
action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Knotts et al. US patent 6,065/002 and further 
in view of Sheffield et al. US patent 5,566,330. 

As per claim 1, Knotts teaches a programmable batch 
processing engine for a computer network comprising: 

specification defining template for user-desired processing 
services to be performed (fig. 2 #32, col. 4 line 68 to col . 5 line 
4, lines 53-60) ; 



* 
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wherein the specification identify processing properties for 
processing services (col. 5 lines 53-64) to define the execution of 
a batch application (col. 4 lines 43-55, "information appliance"); 

a specification server subsystem adapted to store said 
template for enable access to the template over the network 
(apparent from col. 5 lines 15-16); 

processing subsystem adapted to perform processing of the 
batch application (fig. 2 application tool 26, col . 5 lines 17-20, 
col . 8 lines 10-40) ; 

middleware subsystem providing communication of the 
specifications to the processing system (interface 24 - See col . 5 
line 45, to col . 6 lines 17) . 

Knotts teaches a processing engine essentially as claimed. 
Knotts is silent on the design tool subsystem to create the 
template. However, it is inherent that Knotts must have a design 
tool subsystem in order to create the template. In similar field 
of invention, Sheffield teaches a design tool subsystem (GUI) for 
creating reusable and modifiable database interface object (i.e. 
template). (See col . 1 line 55 to col. 2 line 7). Hence, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
the teaching of Sheffield with Knotts because it would have enable 
a user to create the template without extensive knowledge of 
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database operation nor code database operations in a programming 
language (see col. 7 lines 21-25). 

As per claims 2-3, it is known that an end-user and an 
application programmer (who design the template) could be the same 
person (Sheffield col. 2 lines 10-12). Hence, it is inherent that 
the processing system and the design tool could be running on the 
same (i.e. a first) computer or on different computers (i.e. a 
second computer) . 

As per claim 4, Knotts teaches storing the template on a 
server (see fig.l col . 5 line 13-15, lines 46-47). Hence, it is 
apparent that the specification for creating the template are send 
from„the designer (i.e. first computer) to the server (i.e. second, 
computer) for storage and are send from the server to the 
processing system ( "inf ormation appliance") for processing. 

As per claim 5, Knotts teaches database middleware subsystem 
(col. 5 lines 5-15 API 14 ODBC) for direct access to the database 
(col . 6 lines 1-17) . 

As per claims 6 and 9, Knotts teaches input /output middleware 
system (apparent from fig 1, input #2 2, and output #36 and #3 8, 
col. 6 lines 42-52) . It is apparent that the system would have 
means for routing and converting input -output stream to a 
compatible format in order to transfer/receive data to/from the 
input-output devices. 
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As per claims 7-8, Knotts does not specifically disclose the 
processing subsystem being implemented on a second computer and to 
send the processing result and error to a first computer. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
use a second computer (i.e. a more powerful processor or server) 
as a processing subsystem because it would have alleviate burden 
on the first computer (e.g. when the first computer device has low 
processing power or on behave of a web-client for example) . 

As per claims 10-15, 16-18 and 19-21 they are rejected 
under similar rationales as for claims 1-9 above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL • Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dung Dinh 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9655. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday- Thursday from 7:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be 
reached at (703) 305-4792. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 




Dung Dinh 
Primary Examiner 
October 15, 2004 



